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2020 0% below 1990 1% above to 
8% below 2005: EO S‐3‐05 
2006: AB32 
2008: SB375 
2011: EO G‐11‐024 
2035  1% above to 16% below 
2050 80% below 1990  
Maryland 
2020 25% below 2006  2007: EO 01.01.2007.07 
2009: SB278 / HB315 
2014: EO 01.01.2014.14 
2016: SB323 / HB0610 
2030 40% below 2006  
2050 90% below 2006  
Oregon 
2020 10% below 1990  2007: HB3543 
2009: HB2001 
2010: SB1059 
2011: OAR 660‐044 
2035  17% to 21% below 
2050 75% below 1990  
Washington 
2020 0% below 1990 18% below 2007: EO 07‐02 
2007: SB6001 
2008: HB2815 
2009: EO 09‐05 
2035 25% below 1990 30% below 


































































State Leadership Policy Framework Goals 
California  Originated from 
governors 
 Sustainable Community Strategy 
(SCS): Assign target for each MPO 
to meet 
 Overall goal in statute 
 Transportation specific 
targets (passenger) 
Maryland  Originated from 
governor with strong 
authority 
 Climate Change Commission 
 Takes a state level approach – how 
far can we get? 
 Overall goal in statute 
 No transportation 
specific targets 
Oregon  Initial legislation 
originated from 
governor 
 WCGGWI influenced 
 Interest groups pushed 
original legislation 
 MPO level targets but only two 
MPOs have responsibilities 
 Overall goal in statute 
 Transportation specific 
targets (passenger) 
Washington  Originated from 
governor 
 WCGGWI influenced 
 Shared governance  Overall goal in statute 




State State Planning Regional Planning 
California  CARB oversees 
 Scoping plan (all sectors) 
 Updated LRTP 
 No state land use planning but guidance for local 
plans 
 MPOs responsible 
 SCS/RTP integration 
 All required 
Maryland  MDE oversees 
 2 climate plans – before statute and after statute 
 LRTP references GHG 
 PlanMaryland (but no longer in effect) 
 Not required to be engaged 
 Action by MPOs is voluntary—both Baltimore and 
Washington, D.C. are involved 
Oregon  No one agency has ownership 
 OGWC plan (advisory) 
 ODOT climate plan (advisory) 
 No update to LRTP 
 UGBs predate GHG  
 MPOs responsible, but only Portland and Eugene 
required to do scenario planning and only Portland 
required to adopt 
Washington  Distributed authority 
 Climate action plan 
 Updated LRTP 
 Studies on growth management and climate 
change 
 MPOs not required to be engaged (lawsuit) 
 Seattle MPO (PSRC) voluntarily 
 
Synthesis: Implementation & Monitoring
State Implementation Monitoring 
California  Cap‐and‐trade funding 
 Regulatory relief 
 High Speed Rail 
 Difficult to balance maintenance and 
expansion 
 Not enough funding to implement SCSs 
 Revision of targets required 
 Tracking GHG 
 Lack of monitoring of plans 
 No feedback loop from GHG to policies 
Maryland  All mechanisms in place before climate 
programs 
 Enhancements in GHG Reduction Act Plan go 
above and beyond existing policies 
 Need funding to expand transportation 
options 
 Regular reports on GHG 
 Requirement for 2015 report on 
implementation 
Oregon  All mechanisms in place before climate 
programs (UGB) 
 Need funding to implement plans (transit) 
 Revision of targets required 
 OGWC biennial report card 
 Lack of monitoring of scenarios.  
Washington  All mechanisms in place before climate 
programs (GM) 
 Expansion of mass transit (but independent of 
climate goals) 
 WSDOT engaged in Practical Solutions and 
Corridor Planning 
 Need funding to implement plans 
 Tracking levels of GHG 

























































Planning MPOs vary in capacity Provide technical and financial support 
for planning
Institutional Local government strong Provide incentives to change plans
Implementation Lack of funding  Remove restrictions on funding sources
Monitoring Lack of oversight of plans Monitoring and enforcement + staff, 
funding
Support Difficult to get buy in Rely on civic sector to build coalitions; 
emphasize co‐benefits.
Key Takeaways
• Case study states are exemplars for other states; modest public support 
and political will.
• Initial legislation setting goals and requiring plans is a starting place
• But sustained leadership and momentum is essential
• Plans and scenarios will not be realized without adequate funding and a 
reorientation of transportation spending
• Lack of connecting the dots from goals to actions to results
• And selling co‐benefits is important to gaining broad citizen support 
States on the Hot Seat:
State Efforts to Reduce Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions from Transportation 
Rebecca Lewis, PhD and Robert Zako , PhD (PIs)
Alexis Biddle, Rory Isbell, Emily Kettell, Elizabeth Miller (graduate researchers)
NITC #789 Assessing State Efforts to Integrate Transportation, 
Land Use and Climate.
